
1. No Action

2. Use Updated 
Region-wide 
Water Body 

Categorization 
Framework

Maintain Primary and 
Secondary MCLs for MUN

No MUN Water Quality 
Objectives (WQOs)

No New 
Implementation 

Program

Apply on
 “As Needed” Basis

No New 
Monitoring/
Surveillance 

(M/S)

Use existing 
ILRP and 

NPDES M/S

Use ILRP and 
NPDES programs, 

but also allow 
flexibility for other 

regional or solo 
programs

Develop new 
regional 

monitoring 
program

Modified ISWP 
Flow Chart 1

Mod. ISWP Flow 
Chart 1 plus SJTA 
Supply Channel 

Flow Chart

Use Res. 88-63 to 
de-designate MUN 
in individual WBs

De-designate C2b supply 
channels in addition to 

WBs that meet Res. 88-63 
exceptions. Limited-

Potential MUN for other 
Ag dominated WBs 

Narrative Objective

Numeric Objective

Time Schedule to 
categorize ALL Ag 
dominated WBs

Create a Time Schedule to have all Ag 
dominated WBs categorized and 
accordingly designated/de-designated for 
MUN and adopted into Basin Plan

C1, M1 WBs – No MUN
Other Ag dominated WBs – No change- keep existing MUN

Overall Project 
Alternatives

Water Quality 
Objectives Alternatives

Implementation 
Program Alternatives

Monitoring and 
Surveillance Alternatives

No Change in 
MUN Beneficial 
Use Designation

Beneficial Use Designation 
Alternatives

Both Narrative and 
Numeric Objective

1. Water Bodies go through the process 
only as needed/desired. Existing MUN 
designation remains on unlisted Ag dom. 
WBs.
2. Use a Reference Document to list WBs 
and MUN designation on an interim basis. 
Reference can be utilized for interim 
permit limits for a finite period.
3.. Use Triennial Review process or other 
Board/Public approval process to adopt 
WBs into Basin Plan on a periodic basis.

Region-wide Process Basin Plan Amendment

Water bodies (WBs) that are not listed in 
the Basin Plan will continue to have the 
blanket MUN designation applied to them.

Current MUN-related WQOs will continue 
to be applied, including objectives from 
the primary and secondary MCL tables.

Continue to utilize existing programs. Continue to utilize existing 
monitoring programs.

Assumptions:
-Only applies to Ag Dominated WBs
-A WB Categorization Process is adopted into Basin Plan(s)
-Initial WB categorical work will be done by dischargers
-CV Water Board staff will review categorization and 
findings

Use Res. 88-63 to 
de-designate MUN in 
individual WBs and 

recirculating systems

Limited/Limited-
Potential MUN for Ag 

dominated WBs that do 
not meet Res. 88-63 

exceptions

C1, M1 WBs  
and approved recirculating systems – No MUN
Other Ag dominated WBs – No change – keep existing 
MUN

C1, M1 WBs 
and approved recirculating systems – No MUN
Other Ag dominated WBs – Limited/Limited-
Potential MUN

C1, M1, C2b  WBs 
and approved recirculating systems – No MUN
Other Ag dominated WBs – Limited/Limited-
Potential MUN

3. Develop 
Water Body 

Categorization 
Framework for 

each Watershed 
Basin 

separately 
(Sacramento 

River, San 
Joaquin River 

and Tulare Lake 
Basins)

Resolution 88-
63 Monitoring 
Requirement

Resolution 
88-63 
requires 
monitoring 
of the 
discharge 
from systems 
to “assure 
compliance 
with all 
relevant 
water quality 
objectives as 
required by 
the Regional 
Board”

Overall Project 
Alternatives

Water Quality 
Objectives Alternatives

Implementation 
Program Alternatives

Monitoring and Surveillance 
Alternatives

Beneficial Use Designation 
Alternatives

Water Body 
Categorization 

Flow Chart 
Alternatives

Table 2 Limited/Limited-
Potential MUN 

Alternatives

Table 1 Beneficial Use 
Designation Alternatives

Assumption: WBs are not already listed in the Basin Plan

Same as #2 except that 
the process is specific 

to each basin 

4. Use Original 
1992 Inland 

Surface Water 
Plan 

Categorization 
Framework

Original ISWP 
Flow Chart 1

Water Body 
Categorization 

Flow Chart 
Alternatives

Same as #2 except 
there are no 

alternatives  for de-
designating MUN 
from recirculating 
systems or supply 

channels

Same as # 2
Same as # 2 except that 
WBs have already been 

categorized
Same as #2

-The original ISWP flowchart did not have a 
recirculating system WB category. 
-The C1 category included only WBs with drainage 
water, not a combination of drainage and supply. 
-Modified WBs (C3) were not broken out by 
drainage or supply water (like the M1 in #2), so in 
order for a modified channel to meet the exception 
2b in Resolution 88-63, verification of the water 
type would be needed.

Central Valley Water Board staff would need to 
review any WBs that have been added/changed 
since 1992

Table 2 Limited/Limited-
Potential MUN 

Alternatives

Table 1 Beneficial Use 
Designation Alternatives
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